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TO AMBASSADOR HELMS FROM WARNER 

1. THE FOLLOWING AFFIDAVIT WAS PREPARED BY MR, DONNENFELD TO BE 
FILED IN THE NEW YORK GROVE PRESS CASE SUPPORT OF A MOTION TO 

DISMISS THE SUIT AGAINST YOU. WOULD APPRECiftTE YOUR REVIEWING THIS 

AFFIDAVIT. IF THERE ARE ANY PROBLEMS YOU COULD ADVISE US BY CABLE, 
OTHERWISE IT CAN BE EXECUTED IN DO NNE NFE!>* S- OFFICE WHEN YOU ARRIVE 
NEXT WEEK. 

RICHARD M. HELMS BEING FIRST DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND SAYS AS 
FOLLOWS IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO DISMISS FILED OH HIS BEHALF IN 
' . THE ABOVE-CAPTIONED CASE ! 

(1) THAT AFFIANT IS PRESENTLY THE UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO 
; IRAN, A Ptf-T HE HAS HELD SINCE MARCH 17, 1975. AS SUCH, AFFIANT 

maintains his residence at the united states embassy in Tehran, Iran, 

' AND, since March 17, 1975 , has maintained no- residence in the: united 

STATES. 

<P) THAT FOR APPROXIMATELY TEN YEAR# PRIOR TO HIS APPOINTMENT 
AS AMBASSADOR TO IRA N, /AFFIANT WAS A RESIDENT OF EITHER THE STATE OF 

Maryland or the district* op Columbia, but-- he never has been a res-i* 

fiPENfSOR DOMICILIARY OF) i N>H' YORK, ^ ? V;- . 

(5) THAT' AFFIANT ’DOES NOT NOW OWN, AND HAS NEVER OWNED, ANY 
INTEREST IN NEW YORK. REAL PROPERTY, NOR HAS AFFIANT EVER OWNED ANY 
CONTROLLING INTEREST IN ANY BUSINESS ENTITY CONDUCTING OPERATIONS '.*'V 
IN NEW YORK. AFFIANT HAS NEVER PAID TAXES IN MEW YORK, HAS NEVER 
/ MAINTAINED ANY BANK ACCOUNT THERE, AND HOLDS NO LICENSES OR PERMITS 
ISSUED BY NEW YORK. v v % . 

(4) THAT, ALTHOUGH AFFIANT HAS VISITED NEW YORK STATE WITHIN 
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RECENT YEARS FOR SOCIAL. RECREATIONAL, OTHER PURPOSES, NONE OF 
THESE VISITS DEALT IN ANY WAY WITH 0O%*NME»TAL ACTIVITIES DIRECTED 
AT GROVE PRESS, INC,, BARNETT LEE RO^B!|f, JR., OR FRED JORDAN, 
ASSUMING THAT THERE WERE ANYHOW PROGRAMS,. AFFIANT, WH^LE HE WAS 
IN NEW YORK, COMMITTED No TORTS AGAINSf.'THE PLAINTIFFS IN THIS CASE, 
WHETHER AS ALLEGED IN THE COMPL A I NT OR OTHERWISE • 

■ •• . v- . ’.'j, /■ r.Cv.fO -» - 

(5) THAT AFFIANT HAS NEVE# AUTHORIZED A.»Y EMPLOYEE OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE TO ACCEPT SERVICE' OE PROCESS ON H*S BEHALF, IN 



(5 ) THAT AFFIANT HAS NEVE# AUTHORIZED A$Y EMPLOYEE OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE TO ACCEPT SERVICE' OE PROCESS ON H^S BEHALF, IN 
THF - OR ANY OTHER CASE RELATING TO MATTERS UNCONNECTED WITH HIS 
DIPLOMATIC DUTIES. 

2 ,' NEEDLESS TO SAY, I WAS OVERJOYED WITH DECISION BY DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE NOT TO GO FORWARD ^N FAIRFAX- CA-SE* I THINK THEY COULD 
HAVE REACHED THAT DECISION e MONTHS AGO- IF THEY HAD- CONCENTRATED 
THEIR EFFORTS. TO REACH AN EARL# DE Cf SlO N, v ; NS.VERT HE LE SS , A GOOD 
DECI^JON WAS REACHED. REGARDS. E-2 IMPDET. - 
S E\C R F T ’ 









